Figure 1. Schematic of a finite plate subject to turbulent and mean flow excitations.
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be found. The formulation given by Eq. (63) represents a new way of estimating the radi-
ated acoustic pressure from an elastic plate excited by turbulent flow. In deriving Eq. (63),
the effects of coupling among structural modes, radiated acoustic pressure, and turbulent

flow are all taken into account.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The cross-power spectral density function of the radiated acoustic pressure from a
finite plate subject to turbulent flow is obtained and expressed in terms of the cross-power
spectral density function of the turbulent boundary layer in an explicit form. In deriv-
ing this formulation, the effects of stretching due to in-plane force and those of coupling
between structural vibration and acoustic radiation are taken into account. A general sta-
bility analysis is given by using the basic existence-uniqueness theorem. In particular, the
stable conditions for a linearized system are derived by using the Routh algorithm. Two
sources of instabilities are found to be attributable to the added damping and stiffness due
to fluid loading and flow. The effects of the added damping and stiffness increase with the
Mach number of the mean flow, the former increasing linearly and the latter increasing

quadratically.
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where ¢! = 21 — w9, ' = y1 — y2, and 7' = t; — #5. In carrying out the integration with
respect to tz in Eq. (61), we have used the definition of the cross-correlation function I',
(see Eq. (55)) and the property of the Dirac delta function. 2

Substituting Eq. (61) into (60) and using the definition of the cross-power spectrum

for Py, we obtain

(pa,y, 2, )p" (@, y' 2 1) 27r /// //

(-iw+v5 ) (w F U ) Glapeslor i 06" (o 02,0

X | —iw + Ui w + Ui Pul(€ 0, w)e™T dwdr drydy, dys, (62)
81'1 81}2

where P, (&', n',w) is given by Eq. (56).

The cross-power spectral density function for the radiated acoustic pressure can now
be obtained by taking a Fourier transformation of Eq. (62). Using the property of the
Dirac delta function, we can carry out integrations with respect to 7 and w exactly and

obtain

P L

(—@w+Ua ) (w +Uai> G2,y 2|x1,y1,0)G* (2", ¢, 2" |22, 2, 0)
X

X (—iw + Uai> (iw + Ui> Puw(&' 0’ w)day deady; dys. (63)

L1 81}2

Equation (63) shows that the cross-power spectral density function of the radiated
acoustic pressure is directly related to the cross-power spectral density function of the
plate flexural displacement. If we substitute Eq. (56) into (63), we can obtain an explicit
formulation for P in terms of the cross-power spectral density function of turbulent flow.

It is emphasized here that turbulent flow is random in nature, and therefore deter-

ministic formulations for calculating the resulting structural and acoustic responses cannot

19



The frequency domain solution for the radiated acoustic pressure p can be obtained by

substituting Eq. (7) into (13)

X i . aoN [t [t
p(xvyvsz) - (2:)2 <_ZW‘|’U8_$>/O /0 G(:z;,y,z|:1;1,y1,0)

X (—iw + Uai> w(xy,y1,w)derdy;.

€1

In a similar manner, we can write

- Lp
P (xlvylvzlvwl) = _(27T)2 (ZCU—I—U—>/ / 7yl7Zl|x27y270)

(zw + Ua—> (22, Y2, w)dradys,

T2

(59Db)

where G* is the complex conjugate of G defined in Eq.(9) for a supersonic flow or (11) for

a subsonic flow.

Substituting Eq. (59) into (58) and rearranging terms, we obtain

(p(e,y, 2, )" (2" y', 2, )) = 27r /// // /

(—ZCU—|—U88> (Zw —I_Ua—) G(l’ y7Z|x17y17O)G*(xlvyl72l|x27y270)
T

0 0
X (-Zu) + U@) (Zu) + U@) <11A)($1,y17w)w*(x27y27w/)>

o it it dwdw'dxy dxody, dys,

where the triangle-bracketed term on the right side of Eq. (60) can be rewritten as

1 oo <1
= / Lu(& n', e ™™ §(w —w)dr',
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Second, we expand w(x,y,t) into the orthogonal base functions using Eq. (26) and replace

the coefficient matrix [C(t)] by the solution matrix [€]. Doing so leads to
Tl n,7) = {W (@)} [E][FI[E ] {W (")} (53)

The corresponding cross-power spectrum of the plate flexural displacement is thus found

to be

Pu(&n,w) = {W(2)} ' [€]

L L ) )
X [zk:zl:/o/o{W(:Iio)}TPf,kl(.ﬁo,n,O,w){W(xO)}dxodxo (€ 17{W(2")}, (56)

where P ri(€,1,0,w) is given by Eq. (53).

Equation (56) demonstrates that the power spectral density function of the plate
response is directly related to the power spectral density function of the excitation forcing
field due to a turbulent boundary layer. The auto-power spectral density of the plate

flexural displacement can be obtained simply by setting £ = n = 0 in Eq. (56).

V. RADIATED ACOUSTIC PRESSURE

In this section, we derive a formulation for estimating the power spectral density
function of the radiated acoustic pressure based on plate flexural vibration responses. First,
let us define a cross-correlation function for the radiated acoustic pressures measured at

two different points in the fluid medium

I = (p(z,y,z,t)p*(a",y', 2", 1)), (57)

where p* is the complex conjugate of p given by Eq. (14) or (17), depending upon whether
the flow is supersonic or subsonic. Next, we replace p in Eq. (57) by its Fourier transfor-

mation pair
o) o)
<p(:1;,y,z,t)p*(:z;',y',z',t')>:/ / <ﬁ(:1;,y,Z,u))ﬁ*(:z;',y',z',w')>e“"t6_""t dwdw'. (58)
—oco J —co
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The corresponding cross-power spectrum can be obtained by taking a Fourier trans-
formation of I'¢(&,n,0, 7). Evaluations of this Fourier transformation can be facilitated by

the residue theory, and the result is

4
Pi(E,n,0,w) = <Z?>(5/Ue)e—|€|/(a16)e—|n|/(a26)e—i€w/U ZAje—inwé/U_ (49)

i=1
Next, we rewrite the ensemble average of the cross correlation of the forcing field I'y

with pr expanded in terms of the base functions

Lr(&,n,0,7) = {W ()} [FHW (2")}, (50)

where [F] is the cross-correlation matrix defined as

[F] = (FOHW () HW )01 (51)

The corresponding cross-power spectral density function can be obtained by taking a
Fourier transformation of Eq. (50)
>0

Pri€on0.) = ()" (5 [

[F]e_iw"dr>{W(:1;')}. (52)
Equating Eq. (52) to (49) and using the orthogonality properties of the base func-

tions, we can obtain the cross-power spectral density matrix whose (m,n)th element is

given by

4
24, K —1&l/(a18) ,~|nl/(a26)
pf ki / / Z { L 6 € Wk(x)wl(xl)dxldx (53)

o K2+ [U/Us) (¢~ Ur)?

Once this is done, we can proceed to derive a cross-power spectral density function
for the plate flexural vibration response. First, let us define a cross-correlation function

for the plate flexural displacement

Tw(&n,m) = (wlz,y, thw*(z',y', 1)), (54)
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It has been shown that the plate flexural displacement w(x,y,t) can be expanded
in terms of the orthogonal base functions {W(z)}7[C(H){W (y)} along the z- and y-axes,
respectively, where the coefficients [C(t)] are determined by Eq. (28). For convenience in

the derivation, let us assume that [C'(¢)] can be expressed in terms of a solution matrix [£]

[C(®)] = [E][F(D)] (47)

where [£] is independent of time ¢ and can be determined numerically, [f(#)] represents

the forcing excitation due to a turbulent flow. The elements of each of the sub-matrices

[fi9(t)] are given by Eq. (30).

Since the turbulent boundary layer is random in nature, one must rely on the statis-
tical properties of the turbulent low. However, in many applications a turbulent boundary
layer can be assumed to be stationary in time and homogeneous in space, so that it can be
described by a space-time cross-correlation function which decays with spatial and tempo-
ral separations and convects with flow at velocity U. Based on the mathematical model
developed by Maestrello,4’ g we can express the ensemble average of the cross correlation

of the excitation forcing field due to a turbulent boundary layer as

<pT($, Y, 07 t)p?(xlv ylv 07 tl)> = Pf(‘f? 1, 07 T)

A 94 K e €l (ar8) o—[nl/(az8)
= (p? e 48
» >Z { K2+ [Ue/(Ué)]2(§ —Ur)? } (48)

g=1
where superscript * indicates a complex conjugation, { = x —a', n =y —y', 7 =t —t',
6 1s the boundary layer thickness, 4; = 0.044, A, = 0.075, A3 = —0.093, 4, = —0.025,
Ky = 0.0578, Ky = 0.243, K3 = 1.12, K, = 11.57, a; = 50/(CtRy), here C;Ry is the
equivalent incompressible Reynold’s number, a; = 0.26, U, is the free stream velocity, and

<17> i1s a measure of the mean square intensity of the forcing field.
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Consequently, the linearized system, Eq. (41), is stable when all four conditions given
by Eq. (45) are met. As an example, let us consider the first two conditions. Substituting
Eq. (44) into (45) yields

(1)11\:[}22 + (1)22\:[}11 - (1)12\:[}21 - (1)21\:[}12
(I)lch)ZZ - (1)12(1)21

X11X22 — X12X21
> 0. 466
D11 Py — P12y ( )

>0 (46a)

where ®;;, U;;, and y;; represent the mass, damping, and stiffness per unit area of the
plate and are defined in Eq. (29). In particular, ®;; includes the added mass, ¥;; includes
the added damping, and y;; includes the added stiffness induced by acoustic radiation. If
the effects of fluid loading and mean flow are neglected, then ®;; = ¥;; = 0, for ¢ # 7,
so the inequality in Eq. (46a) is automatically satisfied. Also, since the stiffness matrix
is predominately a diagonal matrix, the inequality in Eq. (46b) always holds true. Thus
without fluid loading and mean flow, a linear system is always stable. Equation (46) thus
shows that when the effects of fluid loading and mean flow are large enough to change one
of the inequalities given by Eq. (46), then the amplitude of the plate flexural vibration
may grow exponentially without a bound.

One advantage of the stability analysis discussed above is that it allows one to relate
the structural instability phenomenon directly to the physical quantities possessed by an
elastic structure. In a following paper, we will use this stability analysis to analyze the
mechanisms of structural instabilities under various fluid loading and mean flow conditions.
In particular, we will plot stable charts so that we know when and why an elastic structure

may become unstable.

IV. EXCITATION FORCING FIELD
In the preceding section, we presented a general stability analysis and, in particular,
derived stable conditions for a linearized system. In this section, we consider the steady-

state response of a finite plate excited by a turbulent boundary layer.
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Without loss of generality, we can assume a form of solution for {Y'} as
{v}={¥}e™ (42)

where {Y'} represents the amplitude of {Y}.
Substituting Eq. (42) into (41), we can derive the characteristic equation for the

eigenvalue A A
d QN =0 (43)
j=0

where €); are given by

Qo = p11522 — P12 (44a
1 = a11f22 + 22811 — a12821 — a1 P12
Q2 = a1z — arpagy — Bi1 — Bao

Q3 = —aq1 — @

Qy =1.

The stability theorem for linear systems21 states that a linear system is stable if
and only if the roots of the characteristic equation all lie in the left half-plane, excluding
the imaginary axis. To determine whether the polynomial given by Eq. (43) has all its
roots in the left half-plane without actually solving for all the roots, we use the Routh

table,22’ 23

and derive four parameters for the polynomial given by Eq. (43). For the
roots of this polynomial to be confined in the left half-plane, excluding the imaginary axis,

these four parameters must all be strictly positive. Such a requirement yields the following

four conditions

Qo >0 (45a)
Q3 >0 (45b)
Q03— >0 (45¢)
Q1 (203 — Q) — Q03 > 0. (45d)

13



Substituting Eq. (36) into (34), we obtain
(Y} = (J[A+ 7B {V} (37)

where {V'} is the time derivative of {Y'} given by {Y17 = {V1,V3, Vs, Yy}, J[A] is the

Jacobian of the linear part of Eq. (34) defined by

0 1 0 0
j[A] — 661 0561 662 OfiZ (38)
521 a91 522 a22

where ag; and [ are given by Eq. (35). Similarly, J[B] in Eq. (37) is the Jacobian of

the nonlinear part of Eq. (34) defined by

0 0 0 0

eV +nY3)? 0 (e2Yr +(2Y3)? 0
JIB] = 0 0 0 0 (39)

(e21Y1 + (21Y3)% 0 (€22Y7 + (22Y3)? 0

where €x; and (g are given by Eq. (33).

The stabilities of the system defined by Eq. (37) can now be examined by solving

for the equilibria obtained by setting the left side of Eq. (37) to zer019
(TIA]+ T[B){Y} =0. (40)

In general, for a nonlinear system with cubic nonlinearities there are multiple equilibrium
positions,20 and the plate flexural vibration may become chaotic self-excited oscillations

in the presence of mean flow.

For simplicity, we demonstrate in what follows a stability analysis of a linearized

system obtained by omitting the nonlinearities in Eq. (37)

Y} =JlAYY. (41)

12



where the elements of matrices [®], [¥], [x], and [Z] are given by Eqs. (29), with the
superscripts omitted for brevity. In particular, the elements of the matrix [=] are quadratic

in C and can be written as

Zrt = (ex1Cy1 + CriCo)? (32)

where the elements of ex; and (i; are defined as

€kl = \/ZbL/ W, (2)Wi(x /WIZ / Vit(y)dy (33a)
Crt = \/QbL/ W, (2)Wi(a /le / Vi(y)dy (330)

with indices k and [ varying from 1 to 2.

Now we use the basic existence-uniqueness theorem19 to analyze the stability of the

system defined by Eq. (31). First, let us rewrite Eq. (31) in the following way

{C} = [al{C} + [B1{C} + V){C} (34)

where matrices [«], [5], and [v] are defined as

[a] = —[®] 7' [¥] (35a)
8] = —[@] ' [x] (350)
V] = [2]7'[=] (35¢)

where [®]~! represents the inversion of the mass matrix.

Next, we define new variables

Y: = Cy (36a)
Y, =C4 (36)

= O (36¢)
Y, = C,. (36d)
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powers of the unknown coefficients {C7}. Note that in this case coupling occurs not only
through nonlinearities, but also through added mass, added damping, and added stiffness

due to acoustic radiation.

The elements of the sub-matrices [f/] on the right side of Eq. (21) are given by

Fi2 = 6 f(t). (30)

Note that in order to simplify the problem, we have assumed that the time delay At
is negligibly small in the derivation of Eq. (28). This assumption is permissible if the plate
has a finite size and if the time required for an acoustic signal to traverse the plate surface

is substantially less than the typical period of the signal.

III. STABILITY ANALYSIS

Equation (28) represents a system of coupled, nonlinear, integral equations. Because
of the presence of nonlinearities and coupling between structural vibration and acoustic
radiation, the amplitude of the plate flexural vibration may become unstable under certain

circumstances. Therefore a general stability analysis is given below.

Equation (28) shows that for N longitudinal modes and M transverse modes, one
need solve an (N x M) x (N x M) matrix equation. Solutions to such a matrix equation
are extremely involved. For the purpose of illustration, let us consider only one mode in
the y-axis direction and two modes in the z-axis direction. Thus, Eq. (28) reduces to a
2 X 2 matrix equation. The stability of such a system can be analyzed by examining the

homogeneous part of that equation

[@{C} + [¥H{C} + [{C} — [EH{C} =0 (31)

10



where [®], [¥], and [x] consist of sub-matrices [®"/], [¥¥], and [y"], respectively, which
represent the effects of coupling between all the modes in the z-axis direction and the jth
mode in the y-axis direction. The elements of each of the sub-matrices [®%], [T¥], [\¥],

and [2%] can be written in the following general forms

(I)kl = pphdijom
' 2bL/ / / / 1+U® W( Wiy Wi (2 Y Wilx) da' dy' dady (29a)

‘1’2]22751‘15161 ' 2bL// //

[%Wk(:ﬁ') (1 +RU® av{g’;, }W( ')Wj(y)Wl(x) dx'dy' dzdy (29b)

wen{[(3) ¢ ()

2 b, L,
80k + bL/ W (y)Wi(y)dy | W, (w)Wl(l‘)dw}
0

0

.Qp;ZbL// // ;W;’; Wiy YW (y)Wi(x) da' dy' dady (29¢)
=i o]
H sz2// /[2;0’“ T] de
XWi(y)Wj(y)%Wl(x)dxdy (20d)

where 6;; and ¢;; are Kronecker deltas. For a supersonic flow, we can simply replace
quantities R, ©, and T in Eq. (29) by Rsuper; Osuper, and Ygyper given in Eqgs. (10) and
(16), respectively. Similarly, for a subsonic flow, we can replace these quantities by Ry,
Osup, and Ygyp given by Eqgs. (12) and (19), respectively.

Physically, the matrices [®], [¥], [x], and [Z] in Eq. (28) reflect the effects of mass,
damping, and stiffness per unit area of the plate, respectively. In particular, the quadruple
integrals involved in the elements of the sub-matrices CI)M, \I/;;]é, and X;;;jl represent the effects
of added mass, added damping, and added stiffness per unit area due to the radiated

acoustic pressure field, respectively. The elements =} are nonlinear and contain quadratic

9



It is noted that the eigenfunctions Wi(x) are orthogonal to each other

L
L, k=1
[ Wi = {7 L2 (24)
However, the products of Wi (x) and its derivatives are not necessarily orthogonal.

Similar relationships also hold true for V~Vl(y)
L . .
[ womma={y 137 (2)
0 0, LF -

Next, we expand w(x,y,t) in terms of the orthogonal base functions {W(x)} and
{W(y)} which satisfy the boundary conditions, Eq. (2),

w(z,y,t) = {W(e)} T [CHOHW(y)} (26)

where {W ()} and {W(y)} represent column vectors containing the normal modes Wy ()
and V~Vi(y), respectively. A superscript T in Eq. (26) indicates a transposition, and [C(t)]
represents the matrix consisting of the unknown coeflicients associated with {W ()} and
{W(y)} Physically, the jth column vector {C7} represents the amplitude of coupling
between all the normal modes in the z-axis direction and the jth mode in the y-axis
direction.

To facilitate the derivation of solution formulation, we also expand pr(x,y,0,t), which

represents the forcing field due to a turbulent boundary layer, by {W(z)} and {W(y)}

pr(e,y,0,1) = (W)} [f(OHW(y)} (27)

where [f(t)] represents the amplitude of the excitation forcing field.
Substitute Eqs. (26) and (27) into (20), multiply the resulting equation by {W(x)},
integrate over x from 0 to L, and then multiply the equation by {W(y)}T and integrate

over y from 0 to b. This procedure then leads to the following matrix equation

[@][C] + [P]IC] + IWIC] = (], (28)



The quantities agyp and bgyp in Eq. (17) are given by

B 1 (x —a')
®sub - C(]_ _ MZ) |: Rsub - M:|7 (19@)
(z—2a')
Yo = . (19%)
Rgub

Substituting Eq. (4) into (1), we can rewrite the plate equation as

o? 9% \? 9% w(x,y,t) Ow(x,y,t) O?w(x,y,t)
D(a? + a—y2> UJ(J}, yvt) - Nx(yvt) 2 + v ot + pphiatz

- —pT(l',y,O,t) —p(:li,y,(),t), (20)

where pr and p are fully defined.

II. GALERKIN’S METHOD

Equation (20) represents a nonlinear, integral-differential equation. Analytical so-
lutions to such an equation cannot be found in general. Hence in this section, we seek
approximate solutions via Galerkin’s method.

Let Wi(«) be the kth eigenfunction for a clamped plate in the longitudinal (2-axis)

direction and V~Vl(y) be the ith eigenfunction in the lateral (y-axis) direction given by

Wi(x) = o [sin(/\kx/L) — sinh(/\kx/L)] + [cos(/\kx/L) — cosh(/\kx/L)], (21a)

Wily) = o; [sin(/\iy/b) — sinh(/\iy/b)] + [cos(/\iy/b) — cosh(/\iy/b)], (21b)

where o, 1s the kth modal ratio defined as

sin A\j, + sinh Ay

= 22
Tk cos \p — cosh A\’ (22)

where A\ is the corresponding kth eigenvalue determined by
cos A\, cosh A\, = 1. (23)

For example, \y = 4.73, Ay = 7.8532, and A3 = 10.9956. For a large k, A\ — (2k + 1)7/2.
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Interchanging the order of integrations with respect to the frequency and spatial

domains, and carrying out the integration with respect to w first, we obtain

(1 4+ UOguper) 0w(a',y',t") 1
f) da'd
(:1; y, 0, 27T / / Reuper 2 _ 1 ot'2 o T dy
‘|‘ IOU /b /L Tsuper aw(xlvylvtl) (1 —I_ U®5upe7”) azw(xl’yl7tl) d ld !
U o x
(27)? cper/AE—1  OF RuuperE =1 00t ]|
p0U2 su er Ow (xlvylvtl)
/ / ; VMZ—1 O de'dy’, )
super tH=r

for supersonic flow. The integrands in Eq. (14) are to be evaluated at the retarded time

=t — Atguper, with At defined as
Atsuper = k[M(z — ") + Ryuper] /(M? = 1), (15)

The quantities Ogyper and Ygyper in Eq. (14) are given by

1 (x —a')
super — - M 5 1
Oumer = 31| R ] 160
(x —a')
Ysuper = Rﬁuper ) (16b)

Similarly, for subsonic flow we have

o= o [ [ [LELO) Pt
’ 27T Rsub \Y 11— at'Z =

/ / sub aw(xlvyl7tl) o (1 —I_ U®8ub) azw(xlvyl7tl) d$ld !
Rsub\/ 1 - atl Rsub ]— - M2 8:1;’6%’ g

dx'dy'

t'=r1
,OoU2 / / |: SUb a (xlvylvtl):| ! !
dz'dy’, 17
Reupv1 — ox! e ey (17)
where 7 =t — At with Aty defined as
Aty = k[M(z — 2') + Rgup] /(1 — M?). (18)
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where the symbol ~ over a function, say, ¢ implies a Fourier transformation of that function

defined by

o(x,y,t) = /_ A, y,w)e™! dw, (8a)

~

Pz, y,w) = %/_ d(a,y, t)e” " dt. (80)

The quantity G in Eq. (7) is a Green’s function. For a supersonic flow, the acoustic
pressure is nonzero only when the field point 7 is inside the Mach cone. Hence we obtain6

127 cos{ik[M(:Jc — ') + Rsuper] /(M?* — 1)}

G(z,y,zlz',y',0) = —
( Y | Y ) Rsuper M2_1

(9)

where Rgyuper 15 the distance between the source and receiver inside the Mach cone

Rouper = /(& — ') = (M? = 1)[(y —y')* + =*] (10)

Accordingly, G for a subsonic flow can be written as

k[M(I_$/)+Rsub]/(1_M2)

fisub\/]-_j\42

127e’

G(x7y72|xl7yl70) = -

where

Rowp = /(x —2')2 + (1 = M?)[(y —y')? + 2] (12)
where M is the Mach number of the mean flow.

The frequency domain solution for the radiated acoustic pressure is then given by

. d\ »
ﬁ(xvyvsz) i <_Zw + Ua_d/') ¢(x7y727w)' (13)

The corresponding solution for the acoustic pressure on the plate surface in the time domain

p(x,y,0,t) can be obtained by taking an inverse Fourier transformation of p.
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where pp represents a forcing field which exerts the same amount of pressure fluctuations
on the structure as the turbulent boundary layer, and p depicts the effect of acoustic
radiation. Here we assume that the forcing field py is random in nature, but stationary
in time and homogeneous in space. Therefore pr can be described by a space-time cross-
correlation function and determined experimentally. The function p satisfies the convected
wave equation outside the boundary layer. Solution for p can be facilitated by introducing

a potential function which satisﬁes9

1/9d Y\
[vz_c_z (a—l_Ua_x) ]¢(x7y727t) :07 (5)

subject to the condition of continuity of normal components of the fluid particle velocities
at, strictly speaking, the interface between the turbulent boundary layer and mean flow.
However, it is impossible to determine this interface exactly because the low beneath it is
turbulent. To simplify the problem, we set this interface at the plate’s nominal position
so that the boundary condition becomes

a¢(x7 y7 Z? t)
Oz

:{<%+U%>w(x,y,t) T e A; (6)
z=0

0 otherwise;

where A stands for the plate surface area, U is the mean flow speed, and ¢ is the speed of

sound of the fluid medium.

Solution for ¢ can be obtained by taking a temporal Fourier transformation of Eqgs.
(5) and (6) into the frequency domain, followed by a spatial Fourier transformation into
the frequency-wavenumber domain. Once the frequency-wavenumber domain solution that
represents an outgoing wave is obtained, the frequency domain solution of qg can be ob-

tained by taking an inverse spatial Fourier transformation

. b L
. i . a\ .
d,y,z,w) = _—(27r)2 /0 /0 G(x,y,z|2',y',0) (—zw + U—ax’> w(z',y' w)da' dy', (7)
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subject to the boundary conditions

w(0,y,t) =w(L,y,t) = w(x,0,t) = w(x,bt) =0, (2a)
ou| _ow| _ow| _ou| _, o
Or|,_, Ox|,_; Oy y=0 Jy y=b

In Eq. (1), the quantity D = Eh®/12(1 — p?) is the plate flexural rigidity, £ the Young’s
modulus, p the Poison’s ratio of the material, h the thickness, p, the mass density, v
the structural viscous damping coefficient, w the plate flexural displacement in the z-axis
direction, and N, the stress resultant in the z-axis direction due to stretching of plate

bending motiom15

Vi) =5 [ ) [M}d (3)

The effects of the stress resultant in the y-axis direction N, and that in the tangential
direction N,, are assumed small compared with ., and are therefore neglected in Eq.
(1).

The term on the right side of Eq. (1) depicts the excitation forcing field due to
turbulent flow. Inside the turbulent boundary layer, the quantity p can be expressed as
an integral 1"ep1"eselr1tatiom,16 with a volume integral representing the contribution from
distributed quadrupoles, plus a surface integral representing the effect of sound reflection
and diffraction on the surface.l7 However, the stress tensor™® in the volume integration
contains quantities that are unknown until the entire flow field is solved, which is not

possible in most engineering applications. Hence, a different approach must be taken.

Note that the effect of turbulent flow is to excite a structure and generate sound.
Therefore we can assume that the pressure fluctuations acting on the plate surface p can

be expressed as a sum of two parts

ﬁ(w,y,(),t) :pT(l’,y,O,t) —I_p(xvyvovt)v (4)



phenomenon to the physical quantities possessed by an elastic structure. For steady-state
responses, we demonstrate that the cross-power spectral density function of the plate
flexural displacement can be expressed as the cross-power spectral density function of
turbulent flow (see Section IV). Based on the plate flexural vibration response, we can
then derive a formulation for calculating the cross-power spectral density function of the

radiated acoustic pressure (see Section V). Some concluding remarks are made in Section

VL

I. PLATE EQUATION

Assume that a plate of length L and width b is clamped on its edges to a rigid and
infinitely extended baffle. On one side of the plate, the flow is turbulent, with boundary
layer thickness 6. Outside this boundary layer, the fluid moves at mean velocity U (see
Fig. 1). The other side of the plate is assumed to be vacuum, so that the effect of fluid

loading acts on one side of the plate only.

To carry out the analysis, we make the following assumptions: (1) the amplitude of
the plate flexural vibration is small, so that the boundary layer will not be significantly
altered; (2) the turbulent boundary layer is stationary in time and homogeneous in space,
so that the pressure fluctuations can be expressed as a cross-correlation function which
decays with spatial and temporal separations and convects downstream with the flow; and
(3) the pressure fluctuations exerted on the plate surface due to a turbulent boundary layer

and due to radiated acoustic pressure are additive.

Under these conditions, we can write the equation governing the plate flexural vibra-

tion as

o? 9% \? 9% w(x,y,t) Ow(x,y,t) O?w(x,y,t)
DG+ gy ) lrs0et) = Nty TG0 g PG g T

= —p(x,y,0,t), (1)



INTRODUCTION

Responses of elastic structures subject to turbulent and mean flow excitations have
long been of great practical engineering importance, for example, in the design of aircraft
and in the reduction of aerodynamic noise transmission into an aircraft cabin. Experi-
mental and theoretical investigations on turbulent flow and its interaction with an elas-
tic structure have been carried out by many people, for example, Ludwigl, Corcos2’3,
Maestrello4’5, Maestrello and LindenG, Farabee and Geib7, Martin and Leeheyg, Yen et
a1.9, Ffowes Williamslo, Gedney and Leeheyll, Farabee and CasarellalQ, etc. Most of
the early work, however, has focused on the behavior of linear systems. Recently, with
the development of modern computational facilities, nonlinearities in an elastic structure
and in acoustic wave propagation can be accounted for, and the dynamic response of
an elastic structure subject to a turbulent boundary layer excitation can be calculated

13, 14

directly . Nevertheless, the physics involved in interaction between turbulent flows
and vibrating structures is still not well understood, and usually cannot be revealed by
direct numerical simulations.

In this paper, we derive an analytical formulation for calculating the dynamic and
acoustic responses of a finite plate clamped flush to an infinite bafle under the excitation
of turbulent flow, with the structural nonlinearities due to stretching of in-plane force
taken into account (see Section I). Because of the presence of nonlinearities and coupling
of structural modes to the radiated acoustic pressure, closed form solutions cannot be
found. In order to obtain an approximate solution, the plate flexural displacement is
expanded into the orthogonal base functions in the plate’s longitudinal and transverse
directions. The unknown coefficients associated with these base functions are determined
by Galerkin’s method. These are done in Section II. In Section III, we present an analysis

of structural instabilities induced by fluid loading and flow. The objective of this stability

analysis 1s to gain physical insight into this complex problem by relating the instability



